Abstract
INTRODUCTION

70
To combat decline in biodiversity and prioritize conservation action, there is an urgent need 71 to identify species at risk of extinction. Identifying key correlates of risk and evaluating how in the Wild. . From this, we calculated number of habitats occupied by each species.
155
We tested the following environmental predictor variables, based on hypotheses 156 derived from the literature (Table 1) : annual precipitation (in mm), annual temperature (˚C), defining spatial location of each residual as the range mid-point of the corresponding species.
212
To disentangle the influence of range size on extinction risk in MAMs, we carried out (Table S13) . The model only explained 14.6% of variation in the data compared to 39% 284 explained by the full MAM.
285
Range size was the largest contributing factor to extinction risk in reptiles (Figure 2 ).
286
Range size (c in Figure 2 ) contributed between 24 and 47% of variation in extinction risk to 287 our models. Additional variables within MAMs (a in Figure 2 ) never contributed more than
288
10% independently to extinction risk, and had the greatest contribution of nearly 10% in the for species affected by habitat loss, which accounted for 51% of the total variance (Table 3) .
342
For species threatened by habitat loss with additional threats of overexploitation or invasive 343 species, none of the traits were significant.
345
DISCUSSION
346
Despite being one of the largest vertebrate species groups (10,038 species described to date; 
364
Small range size alone is insufficient to class a species as threatened, so that range- variables (biological traits and environmental factors). We followed this schematic to carry 4 out our analyses using both the non-dated and dated phylogeny. (Table S9) . 
